supported by the shoe so that friction between the shoe and the abutment will cause 
the feedstock to extrude through a die supported in the shoe. The method comprises 
the steps of sensing the actual shape and size of a gap between the wheel and the 
shoe and comparing the actual size of the gap with a predetermined or previous gap 
size in a control device to determine if there is a difference. The control device 
responds to a difference to control a support structure which supports at least one of the 
shoe and the wheel in the chassis to displace at least one of the shoe and the wheel on 
at least one axis perpendicular to the axis of rotation of the wheel so that the gap is 
changed to reduce the difference. The support mechanism is then adjusted to displace 
the shoe relative to the wheel in each of two mutually perpendicular directions whereby 
the size and shape of the gap can be altered during operation. 

Such a method is neither shown nor remotely suggested in the prior art as 
already recognized by the Examiner. Specifically, the Examiner recognized that Nagai 
in view of Miyazaki does not disclose a sensing means. Further, the sensing means of 
Pinomaa senses a shoe position in relation to a wheel, not the actual shape of a gap 
between the wheel and the shoe. The Examiner also recognized that the prior art does 
not disclose the adjusting of a support mechanism to displace the shoe relative to the 
wheel in each of two mutually perpendicular directions whereby the size and shape of 
the gap can be altered during operation. 

Accordingly, the references cited by the Examiner fail to teach or suggest all the 
limitations of claim 13, as amended, and, consequently, this claim is now in condition for 
allowance. Claim 14 has been cancelled without prejudice. As to claims dependent 
from claim 13, these claims merely further patentably define the subject matter of their 
parent claim. For at least this reason, claims 15-17 are also patentable over the cited 
references. 

CONCLUSION 

For the reasons detailed above, it is respectfully submitted that all claims 
remaining in the application (Claims 1 -1 3 and 1 5-1 7) are now in condition for allowance. 
The foregoing comments do not require unnecessary additional search or examination. 
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In the event the Examiner believes a telephone call would expedite prosecution, 
he is invited to call the undersigned at the number listed below. 

Respectfully submitted, 

FAY, SHARPE, FAGAN, 
MINNICH & McKEE, LLP 



Date Jay F/Moldovanyi 

feg. No. 29,678 



1100 Superior Avenue, 7 th Floor 
Cleveland, Ohio 44114-2579 
(216) 861-5582 
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AMENDMENT, Commissioner for Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 on the date 
indicated below. 

□ transmitted via facsimile in accordance with 37 C.F.R. § 1 .8 on the date indicated below. 

JaJ deposited with the United States Postal Service "Express Mail Post Office to Addressee" service 
under 37 C.F.R. 1.10 on the date indicated below and is addressed to: MAIL STOP AMENDMENT, 

Commissioner For Patents, P.O. Box 1450, Alexa ndria, VA 22 31 3-1450. 
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